The Triumph of Jeffreys
" You hear," he says, "what is charged upon you and what
kind of shuffling there has been to stifle the truth: and I
am sorry to find the occasion to speak it, that under the
figure and form of religion such practices should be carried
on. What have you to say for yourself I "
Mrs Lisle was evidently under the impression that she
was charged with harbouring both Nelthorpe and Hicks, but
this was not so, she was only charged with harbouring Hicks.
He had been continually referred to in the trial as a violent
sectary taking an active part in the army of rebellion, and
that he had committed actions that might be accounted
treason, in the same way that the Jesuit priests and others
in the Popish Plot had been guilty of treason, is more than
likely. But the question for the jury was what Lady Lisle
might have known of him. There was little evidence before
them about that.
John Hicks, or Hickes, was a Yorkshireman and came from
Moorhouse, near ThirsL He was a Fellow of Trinity Col-
lege, Dublin, and taking Orders was appointed to the rectory
of Stoke Dameral in Devonshire. At the Restoration he was
perpetual curate of Saltash in Cornwall, and was ejected
under the Uniformity Act of 1662. During Charles's reign
he had taken an active part in obtaining justice for the
Western Nonconformists, and his younger brother, George,
was at this time Dean of Worcester.
At the time of the rebellion he was residing at Keynsham.
He went to the Duke of Monmouth thirteen days after he
. landed, and there is no evidence that he recruited men for
the army. He stated that he believed Monmouth to be the
legitimate son of Charles II. and heir to the throne, which
very many Englishmen did. I am not concerned to show
he was not a traitor. But to this lady living in Hampshire
it might well be that what she had heard about Hicks did
not make it clear to her mind that he was guilty of treason,
though it would be clear of course that he was in danger of
some kind. Dissenters in Western England were much like
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